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for her; and an adverse vote m the Assembly at
New Delhi is at once discounted by the Viceroy, in
whose hands lies the final decision.
Clearly, then, this position of subordination needs
to be mended. Initiative must be freely allowed to
India and not withheld. If the explanation is given
that the British Army and Fleet protect India, the
same may be said of independent Iraq, and to a
lesser degree of South Africa, Australia, and New
Zealand. It would also be entirely illogical, m a
League which has for its mam object Disarmament
and Peace, to make this one question of the possession
of armaments determine a nation's standing.
When we sum up general considerations of this
kind, it is easy to see that a forward-looking policy
of entrusting important major decisions about
Frontier and foreign affairs to Indians themselves is
the only way to foster goodwill and to meet genuine
criticism. On the other hand, to keep the best public
men in India entirely outside these great questions
and to flout their opinion, when it is offered, is the
surest way of promoting ill-will and discontent.
While all the neighbouring States are framing
their own foreign policies and managing their own
affairs, it is impossible to keep a great country like
India in leading-strings any longer. The strain is
certain to be more than she can bear.
One further issue will have to be set right m any
future revision of the League At the Peace Con-
ference, in 1919, Japan brought forward a proposal
on behalf of the non-European races that a clause